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I. ACTION SUMMARY 
Claims 1-34, 46-49, 60-62, 72 and 80-85 stand pending in this application. The 
Examiner has suggested that a restriction requirement is proper with respect to claims 
10, 11, 21, 22, 34, 61 and 62. The Examiner has objected claims 21 and 61 as well as 
objected to the sequence listing provided to The Office. Claims 1-33, 46-49, 60-62, 72 
and 80-85 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. Claims 1-7, 9, 12, 14, 
15, 20, 23, 24, 26-28, 33, 46-49, 60 and 83-85 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(a). 
Claims 9, 14, 15, 17, 20, 23, 24, 27, 28, 30, 33 and 60 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by Kosse (reference DF). Claims 9-11 and 13 stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by De Wachter et al. (GenBank Accession 
No. X58052). Claim 72 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stender (1999). Claims 8, 13, 16-19, 25, 29-32 and 80-82 stand rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stender (1999) in view of Stender (1998; 
W098/15548; reference BB). Claim 72 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kosse (reference DF). Claims 1-8, 12, 13, 16, 18, 19, 25, 26, 29, 31, 32 
and 46 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kosse in view 
of Stender (1998). Claims 47, 48 and 80+85 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kosse in view of Stender (1998) and Parton (US 5,905,038). 
Claims 14-15, 17, 20-24, 27, 28, 30, 33, 60-62 and 72 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 
as being unpatentable over De Wacher in view of Kosse (reference DF). Claims 12, 16, 
18, 19, 25, 26, 29, 31 and 32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over De Wachter in view of Kosse and in further view of Stender et al. (1998; reference 
BB). No claim stands allowed. 

II. FORMALITIES 

As set forth below, claims 21 and 61 have been amended to correct the clerical 
error described at page 2 of the present Office Action. In particular, "at least portion" 
has been amended to now read: "at least a portion". 
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